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Remarks/Argn ments 

The foregoing ameadments and these remaiks are in response to the Office Action, dated 
November 21, 2005. This Amendment is timely filed. 

At the time of the Office Action, claims 1-19 were pending in ibe applicaiion. Claims I, 
2 and 4 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102. Claims 3 and 5-14 were objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base cjaim. Claims 15-19 were allowed. 

Claims 1-19 are pending- Claim 1 is currently amended; claims 2-19 remain as originally 
presented. 

Rejections Under 3S U.S.C. & 102 

Claims 1, 2 and 4 were rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 102(b) w being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,141 ,862 to Maisiii ei al ("Matsui")- ft is respectfully submitted that claims 1, 2 and 
4 are distinguishable over Matsui. Applicant maintains and incorporates by reference the 
arguments made in the previous AmawJment, (teted Squember 16. 2005. In addiiion lo ibose 
arguments, Applicant submits the following. 

Matsui docs not disclose a plurality of jaws having outer tips that translate radially m a 
direction ttiat is substantially perpendicular to a target axis of alignment, as recited by currently 
amended claim 1 . The Office Action refers to the combination of the inner hands 1 9 and the 
books 23 of Matsui as being as being jaws. However, Matsui specifically discloses that the inner 
hands 21, which have books 23 on the distal end thereof, are opened and closed m a direction F. 
Matsui at col. 9. lines 55-60. FIG. 3 of Matsui clearly shows that direction F cannot be 
characterised as translation nor as being in a direction substantially perpendicular to the axis of 
the rod 20. Claim 3 of Matsui speaks to the movement of the hooks 23 in reciting that the "inner 
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hand comprises a hook and is equipped, at a root of said inner hand, with a rotauble inner hand 
joini." (emphasis added). Thus, the disclosure of Matsui undoubtedly does not contemplate 
imslation of the hooks 23, let alone radial translation of the hooks 23 in a direction that is 
substantially perpendicular to the target axis of aUgnment. 

Further. Matsui does not disclose a plurality of jaws with outer tips that translate radially 
in a cooperative manner such that each of the outer tips moves a substantially equal radial 
distance from a target axis of aUgnment, as recited by claim I- The disclosure of Matsui is scant 
regarding the movement of the hooks 23. Aside from a cryptic reference to "pentagraph 
members," Matsui provides linle discussion on the maimer in which the hooks 23 are moved. 
Matsui is devoid of any discussion of coordinated movement of the books 23. Nor does Matsui 
elaborate on the manner in which the hooks 23 are operated, thereby further demonstrating 
Matsui's lack of appreciation of coordinated movement of the hooks 23. It is noted that FIG. 3 of 
Matsui appears to show only one of the three hooks 23 of the inner hand 19 being moved, a 
strong indication that the hooks 23 are independently movable. 

In addition to the above, there is no reason apparent from Matsui that would require the 
hooks 23 to move in a cooperative manner such that each of the outer tips move a substantially 
equal radial distance from the target axis of alignment. Indeed, such coordinated movement is 
not important to Matsui, which is only seeking to provide a device to hold the transition piece 6 
during assembly and disassembly. Matsui seeks to avoid the "extremely difficult" work of 
"moving the transition piece 6 out of and back into the gas turbine main body casing . - . mostly 
by hand/' Matsui at col. I, lines 48-51. Matsui does not teach or even suggest using the 
disassembling and assembUng apparatus 10 to properly aUgn the transition piece 6. 
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In light of the above, it is respeciftjUy submitted that the rejection of claim I based on 
Matsni has been overcome. 

Dependent Claims 

Because claim 1 has been distinguished over Matsui, all of the claims depending from 
claim 1 are necessarily distinguidiable over Matsui as well. Thus, Applicant respecifuliy 
submits that it is unnecessary to rewrite claims 3 and 5-14, which were objected to as depending 
from rejected claim 1, in independent foim. 

Applicant fiirther wishes to address the rejection of dependent claim 4, which recites that 
the plurality of jaws are biased radially inward. In its commaits on Applicant's previous 
arguments, the Office Action notes fl»t "figure 3 of Matsui [shows] the outer tips (23) stan off.as 
being biased radially inward and liiea are extended into a radially outward oriented (sic) via 
hands (19)." This position is not siq)poned by Matsui. As noted above, Matsui provides little 
detail of the manner in which the inner bands 19 and the hooks 23 are operated. While HG. 3 of 
Matsui appears to show that one of the inner hands 19 can be moved in direction F, Matsui is 
absolutely silent as to whether the books 23 ate biased at all, let alone biased in a radially inward 
durection. Just because FIG. 3 shows die hooks 23 in two different positions, it does not follow 
dtat the inner bands 19 and/or the hooks 23 are biased, short, die Office Action gives too 
much credit to Matsui, which is so lacking in detail to support the rejection of claim 4. 
Therefore, for these additional reasons, claim 4 is fiinher distinguished from Matsui. 
Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant notes with appreciation the Examiner's allowance of claims 15-19. AppHcani 
agrees with the Examiner's statement of reasons for the indicaUon of allowable subject mailer, 
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but Applicant respectfully submits thai the Examiner's stated reasons are not an exhaustive list of 
reasons as to why claims 15-19 are allowable. Additional grounds of distinction include, for 
example, the recitations of claim IS directed to the fixture itself, which, as explained earlier, are 
not found in Matsui or any of the an of record. 
Conclusion 

In light of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the rejections set forth in the 
Office Action have been overcome. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the 
Examiner reconsider the claims currently pending in the application; withdraw the rejections 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02; allow the pending clamas; and promptly issue a timely Notice of 
Allowance. 

Respectfully sulnnitted. 



Date; . 





Joseph W. Bam, USPTO |4^0- 34,290 
Mark M. Zylka, USPTg^grNo. 48,518 
AKERMAN SENTEI 
P.O. Box 3 188 

West Fatal Beach, FL 33402-3188 
Telephone: (561)653-5000 
Facsimile: (561) &59-6313 
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